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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet beneath the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

a 

MONTH(S) FROM THE MAILING DATE 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 
OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 



' t ^ ™* 66 3Vailabte UOder t* 0 "^* of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely fifed after SIX (6) MONTHS 

from the mailing date of this communication. 

' H ^ ***** f0r iS 1088 ^ (30) days ' a s^o^y minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timelv 

- If NO penod for reply is specified above, such period shall, by default, expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U S C § 133)' 

" Z^^T^ V^SS^ ^ ^ mai ' infl ^ ° f COmmUnicati ° n ' even * timel * ™* reduce any earned patent 
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Status 

^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 

□ This action is FINAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 1 1 ; 453 O.G. 21 3. ~ " 

Disposition of Claims 

^ Claim(s) 



Of the above claim(s) 
□ Claim(s) 



^LCIaim(s)- 

□ Claim(s) 

□ Claim(s) 
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Application Papers 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on 

□ The drawing(s) filed on 



- is/are pending in the application. 

- is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

- is/are allowed. 

- is/are rejected. 

- is/are objected to. 

. are subject to restriction or election 
requirement 



is □ approved □ disapproved. 



is/are objected to by the Examiner 



□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19 (aHd) 

□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 (aHd). 
□ All □ Some* □ None of the: 

□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. _ 

□ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received 

in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)) 
'Certified copies not received: . 



Attachments) 

□ Information Disclosure Statements), PTO-1449, Paper No(s). 
)fc Notice of Reference® Cited, PTO-892 

□ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 



□ Interview Summary, PTO-413 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTCM52 

□ Other 
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The election without traverse is noted. The patent abstracts were not submitted. The IDS will be 
returned after all references have been considered. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 13-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nishino et al. 
4256728 taken with Oikawa et al. 4831011. 

Nishino teaches plural beds which can be active carbon. However, Nishino does not teach 
carbon which has been treated by the method claimed. Oikawa teaches heat-treated PAN or 
pitch based active carbon in exhaust gas purification. No differences in the carbon are seen. 

It would have been obvious to use the active carbon of Oikawa in the beds of Nishino because 
doing so provides the active carbon required. The term 'packed' is not seen to distinguish from 
what is disclosed in the references; in so far as a difference exists, packing the bed is an 
obvious expedient to optimize the amount of carbon therein. Note that repeating components 
are an obvious expedient; see In re Harza 124 USPQ 378. 

Claim 14 is objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of improper dependent form for failing 
to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is required to cancel the 
claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper dependent form, or rewrite the 
claim(s) in independent form. As process steps do not limit an apparatus, claim 14 is improper. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to examiner Hendrickson 
at telephone number (571) 272-1351. 
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examiner Art Unit 1754 



